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FOREWORD 


The recrudescence of intolerance, racial, 
gious and “ideological”, is the most sinister and 

ominous fact in the world of today. It 
at the very roots of human freedom and the 
processes of intellectual and spiritual advance¬ 
ment. It also of course is the negation of 

Democracy. . • n 

This problem of intolerance intrinsically tar 

transcends in importance any merely political 
or economic questions. In the following pages 
an attempt has been made to analyse the unprec 
edented scale and range of the current mani¬ 
festations of intolerance; and to consider the 
prospects and define the conditions for a Rebirth 
of Tolerance in an agonized embattled world. 

Since this essay was written, an impressive 
endorsement of some of its conclusions has been 
forthcoming in a manifesto signed and issued by 
1,284 American scientists. The signatories rep¬ 
resent 167 universities and research institutes in 
all sections of the country, and among them are 
64 members of the National Academy of Scien- 


Winners 


The manifesto repudiates the “official racial¬ 
ism” of the Fascists and Nazis as unscientific: 
“The racial theories which they advocate have 
been demolished time and again.” It reaffirms 



that “Science is wholly independent of national 
boundaries and races and creeds, and can flourish 
only where there is peace and intellectual free¬ 
dom,” and adds, “When men like James Franck, 
Albert Einstein, or Thomas Mann may no longer 
continue their work, whether the reason is race, 
creed, or belief, all mankind suffers the loss.” 

Finally, the signatories declare: 

“We firmly believe that in the present his¬ 
torical epoch Democracy alone can preserve in¬ 
tellectual freedom. Any attack upon freedom 
of thought in one s 
attack on Democracy itself.” 

This essay (now amplified) originally appear¬ 
ed in the January 1939 number of the World 
Affairs Interpreter^ and the author desires to 
thank the Editors for the permission to reprint. 



S. H. 
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- ^ II 

Not since the Middle Ages has the world wit¬ 
nessed such a sustained frenzy of intolerance 
as during the last mo decades, and we seem to 
be inexorably headed toward a calamitous climax, 
at any rate in Europe and the larger part of Asia. 
But another world war, whether arising from 
the West or the East, will inevitably be an “ideo¬ 
logical” war; and if it comes, having regard to 
our enormously improved technique of destruc¬ 
tion and our unprecedentedly diffused hatred 
and bitterness, it must spell a species of near 
universal fratricide. 

In the earlier epochs the exercise or infliction 
of intolerance, however brutal or ghastly, was 
at any rate actuated by simple and directly com¬ 
prehensible motives, e.g., religious bigotry, greed, 
lust for power. And behind such motivation 
we must not lose sight of the abounding ig¬ 
norance and superstition of the times. However 
one might abhor, for instance, Torquemada (fif¬ 
teenth century) who, as head of the “Holy 
Office,” during eleven years had 10,220 people 
burned alive and 6,860 burned in effigy; or Cot¬ 
ton Mather (seventeenth century) who had in- 
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nocent young women hanged “because he de¬ 
tected in their expression the evil eye,’—it is 
perfectly clear that they were religious perverts 
and psychopathic sadists. They and others like 
them could only have succeeded in doing what 
they did because they conformed to the tempo 
of their age and environment. Neither of them, 
from the standards of today, could be rated as 

normal, or as an intelligent or essentially edu¬ 
cated person. 

Our present-day recrudescence of intolerance, 
however, is an infinitely more complex affair; 
and it is not begotten of ignorance but of “en¬ 
lightenment.” Not crude superstition but elabo¬ 
rate calculation inspires it. The codified knowl¬ 
edge assembled by a thousand years of intensive 
research, and the techniques made possible by 
the latest scientific inventions and discoveries, 
are alike prostituted to subserve the ends of this 
new barbarism. 

The totalitarian intolerance is all-embracing; 
it moves and must move, both by the law of 
its being and by its premises, simultaneously on 
several fronts, with varying emphases depending 
upon historical background and immediate polit- 
ical expediency. 

In Russia it began ostensibly with an economic 
evangel; but the inner roots of human society 
are so inextricably intertwined, that it soon be- 
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came crystal-clear that Marx the Messiah could 
coexist no more with Nicholas the Tsar than 
with Christ the Redeemer. It was a war of 
extermination. The Tsardom and the Greek 
Orthodox Church alike were submerged—as a 
prelude to the elimination not only of capitalism 
and private property but of all organized and 
institutional religion, as well as of the ideals and 
methods of democracy. Thus, and thus alone, 
could Russia be made safe for the “dictatorship 
of the proletariat.” The irony of the thing is 
that after twenty years of the most ruthless re¬ 
pression and the most frenzied intolerance w hile 

have been undoubted gains in educational 
progress and industrial development security of 
life and liberty, and freedom of thought and 
conscience are immeasurably scarcer today than 
they were in the days of the Tsars. 

It should be noted, however, that the primary 
objectives of the Russian Revolution were polit¬ 
ical and economic; and the destruction of reli¬ 
gion was incidental as it was felt to be indispen¬ 
sable for the ushering in of the new social order. 
This was in pursuance of Marx’s dictum, “Reli¬ 
gion is the opium of the people”, and Lenin’s 
commentary, “Marxism regards all religions and 
Churches, all religious organizations, as organs 
of bourgeois reaction, as serving to drug the 
minds of the working class and to perpetuate 
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their exploitation.” Lenin thus further elaborated 

the idea: 

We must combat religion. The fight must be 
directed toward eradicating the social roots of reli¬ 
gion, The roots of religion today are to be found 
in the social oppression of the masses, in their com¬ 
plete helplessness in face of the blind forces of 
capitalism. 

How well the job has been done may be judged 
from the boast of Emilian Yaroslavsky, president 
of the Militant Godless League, at its congress 
held in Moscow last August, that “in the whole 
of the Soviet Union there remain only a million 
Church ‘activists’,” and he hopefully forecast 
that “in Moscow all Church activity will soon 
come to an end, for of the eighty-three priests 
in the Capital only three are below the age of 
Forty,’’-the inference being that those who die 
cannot or will not be replaced. 

But the Soviet authorities are not yet satisfied 
with the results of their labors in behalf of 
“eradicating the social roots of religion.” The 
atheistic campaign is in full blast. According 
to a Moscow dispatch to the New York Times, 
the “Teachers Gazette,” organ of the Soviet 
Commissariat of Education, published on Octo¬ 
ber 23 rd last an authoritative article, summoning 
school teachers to intensive anti-religious work 
among children. Exhorting the teachers to con¬ 
vert all Soviet school children into convinced 
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active fighters against religion, the article de¬ 
clared all religions must be combated—Christian¬ 
ity, Islam, Buddhism and Judaism—the hardest 
blows to be directed at the prevailing religion in 

whatever district: 

The teaching must be so conducted that by 
the end of his schooling the pupil has a clear un¬ 
derstanding that though religions differ in form 
they all in essence lead to the same end. All are 
ideologies of slavery, all implacably contradict 
science, and all are directed against the interests 

of the toilers. 

And here is a later and no less revealing Asso¬ 
ciated Press message from Moscow, dated De¬ 
cember i8th last: 

Atheists are working hard to make this the 
most godless Christmas Soviet Armenians ever have 

had. 

The newspaper Communist, published in Erivan, 
capital of the Armenian Republic, reported with 
satisfaction today that never has there been a better 
year for godlessness in that section of Soviet Russia. 

Armenia was one of the earliest homes of Chris¬ 
tianity, and atheists, apparently, had rough sailing 
there for some time. 

As late as 1936 the Armenian branch of Bez- 
bozhnik, the Soviet Godless League, had only 6,000 
members. But in 1937 the membership leaped to 
iiy400 and during this year has grown to 37,734 
militant atheists. 

In Italy, Mr. Mussolini came to power on a 
wave of national indignation and disillusionment 
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consequent upon the nature of the peace settle¬ 
ment: Clemenceau and Lloyd George had been 
so busy dividing up the “spoils of war” between 
themselves that Orlando, the Italian representa¬ 
tive at Versailles, was treated and neglected 
somewhat like a poor relation at a feast. He 
went home with rather an empty bag. 

Once in the saddle, Mr. Mussolini lost no time 
in vigorously proclaiming the totalitarian gospel 
of Fascism, With the aid of castor oil and con¬ 
centration camps, a beautiful national harmony 
was soon established. All “ideological” objec¬ 
tions and objectors were effectively “liquidated.” 

In dealing with religion, however, Mr. Adusso- 
lini, although himself an avowed atheist, pro¬ 
ceeded warily. The Roman Catholic Church 
was a horse of a different color from that of the 
Greek Orthodox Church of Russia. He accord¬ 
ingly came to mutually satisfactory terms with 
the “prisoner in the Vatican.” Although ever 
since the signing of the Concordat the Pope and 
the Duce have been running in double harness, 
there have been recurring friction, balking, and 
strain. However, God has not been “abolished,” 
or the churches closed, as in Russia. In fact, 
Mr. Mussolini has not been above exploiting the 
prestige of the Papacy for his own political pur¬ 
poses. 

Leaving the Pope, within limits, to his own 
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devices, Mussolini has concentrated on the sup¬ 
pression of all liberal thought, all intellectual 
freedom, and all democratic activities. As in 
Stalinist Russia, the slightest suggestion of differ¬ 
ence with, or criticism of, Mr. Mussolini’s in¬ 
spired “ideology” is treason and to be penalized 
as such. An ironic fate to have overtaken the 
compatriots of Mazzini, Garibaldi, and Cavour! 

It is no secret that Hitler patterned himself 
on Mussolini—with a difference. The one trait, 
above all others, that has been universally ad¬ 
mired as characteristically German is thorough¬ 
ness. It is a nice point whether in the achieve¬ 
ment of totalitarianism Hitler has not outclassed 
both Mussolini and Stalin, but I think the weight 
of evidence inclines in his favor. Mussolini at 
any rate has left the church and personal wor¬ 
ship 'of the people alone; in Russia, however 
religion may have fared, there has at any rate 
been no persecution in the name of “racialism.” 
In Germany, while Naziism is broadly the 
equivalent of Russian Communism and Italian 
Fascism, there are refinements and extensions of 
totalitarianism which are unique. While there 
is little to choose among the three ideologies in 
respect of ruthlessness and intolerance, the Hit¬ 
lerian variety is more comprehensive and prom¬ 
ises, in the technique of its application, to be 
more thorough. It has entailed both racial and 
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religious persecution, in addition to the usual 

suppression of intellectual freedom and political 
dissent. 

Everyone knows of the extensive and intensive 
Jew-baiting that has been in progress in Ger¬ 
many, which has no modern parallel. The Tsar¬ 
ist pogroms were by comparison episodic erup¬ 
tions of fanaticism. The Nazi enterprise, in its 
objective of expulsion and extermination of the 
German Jews, is more reminiscent of the Spanish 
Inquisition. But it is possible to argue that the 
auto-da-fe was a more honest and less outrageous 
device than the modern technique of slow and 
refined torture represented by “purges” and con¬ 
centration camps, by economic spoliation and 
spiritual humiliation—and all this ostensibly in 
the name of “racialism” and “Aryan purity.” 

But what about the Christians of Germany— 
the millions who are not tainted by Jewish 
blood? How have they fared? It is surprising 
that while there has been full disclosure in the 
press of Europe and America of the Bolshevik 
campaign against religion, not nearly enough 
publicity has been given to the sustained Nazi 
onslaught on both the Catholic and Protestant 
churches of Germany. 

But a few salient facts, duly and authoritatively 
recorded, may be recalled. In 1934, Reichbishop 
Ludwig Muller—the Wolsey of Hitler—announc- 
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ed: “The goal for which we fight is one state, 
one people, one church.” Such a declaration 
could only mean-and the meaning was made 
clear-a state church, embracing both the Prot¬ 
estant and Roman Catholic confessions under 

one external and secular authority! 

That gave food for thought to the denomina 

tionists of both camps, to put it mildly. As a mat¬ 
ter of fact, the Reichbishop was on the rampap 
in his heroic efforts to achieve “One Church”— 
the Dream of Ages! The actual results and re¬ 
actions, however, were less satisfactory and suc¬ 
cessful than had been anticipated. The following 
year the German Cardinal Bishops, at their an¬ 
nual meeting at Fulda, issued a fiery Episcopal 
letter, in which they charged that “the Roman 
Catholic Church in Nazi Germany is a victim of 
suppression and injustice and that priests are 
being persecuted.” The letter added: 

We solemnly protest against spreading neo¬ 
pagan heresies in our fatherland and protest against 

all attacks and insinuations being made by their 
members against God, against Jesus, and his Holy 
Church, almost daily in written and spoken word 
. . . While pagans are spreading their teachings, 
our Catholic press no longer has the freedom to 
discuss the great problems of these times and stem 
assaults against Christianity and the Church. 

The persecution and repression of Catholics 
under the Nazi regime, however, has proceeded 
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apace, and found a sort of climax in the recent 
attack on Cardinal Innitzer in Vienna. It was 
this last episode that provoked the aged Pontiff 
to the most scathing and picturesque denuncia¬ 
tion of Naziism he has ever voiced. The oc¬ 
casion was the reception of 300 Catholic arche¬ 
ologists at the Castel Gandolfo on October 20th 
last. According to the Staff Correspondent of 
the International News Service, Pope Pius at¬ 
tacked Hitler “as a brutal persecutor of Chris¬ 
tianity without parallel since the days of the 
fourth-century.” He thus visualized Hitler; 

'I'he figure of Julian the Apostate rises again. 

His system of persecution, one of the bloodiest and 

one of the most astute, is being carried out with 

Latin energy and Greek duplicity. 

And for good measure, the Pope proceeded 
to “identify” Alfred Rosenberg, the messiah of 
Nazi neo-paganism, as Judas; and Joseph Buerc- 
kel, Nazi Commissioner for Austria, as the mod¬ 
em Nero. Apropos of Hitler following the 
technique of Julian, the Pope asked, “Was it not 
Julian who placed upon the Christians respon¬ 
sibility for his persecutions.^ ” And he added: 

This German persecution, to the amazement of 
the world, continues to be denied throughout Ger¬ 
many and Austria, with an audacity which is amaz- 
ing in the face of evidence which the Pope sees 
arriving daily on his table, documented with abso- 
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lutely certain and valid proof of new dangers and 
worse menaces.” 

In 1936, the German Evangelical Protestant 
Church, which had been threatened with a super¬ 
imposed **unity*^ both by Hitler and his agent 
Muller, took its courage in both hands and, to its 
everlasting credit, addressed a remarkable mem¬ 
orandum to the Fuehrer. Hitler, it was dis¬ 
closed at the time, was particularly incensed 
by the following passage in the memorandum: 

We are convinced of the danger of an anti- 
Christian spirit coming to the forefront. In this 
connection, we must express our concern to the 
Fuehrer that often homage is rendered to Chan¬ 
cellor Hider in a form which only is due to God. 

Here are some statements from a very recent 
publication, the Official Guide for Schooling 
Hitler Youth in Austria: 

Chrisdanity has corrupted Germany by teach¬ 
ing them things like adultery and theft, which they 
never knew before. 

The Ten Commandments express the lowest in¬ 
stincts of mankind. 

There is no Chrisdan culture. 

One could understand Ludendorff’s remark 
diat “The principles of Christianity are incom¬ 
patible witii the German character,” but that 
Nazi objections to Christianity should be carried 
to such fantastic lengths, and especially at the 
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expense of the young, seems incredible. When 
one remembers that as recently as twenty-five 
years ago German scholarship was in the fore¬ 
front of the world, universally admired for its 
accuracy and its authority, the descent into what 
can only be described as fanatical puerility is a 
tragedy for both Germany and the world. 

We are familiar with the totalitarian claim that 
the Dictators not only personally embody ulti¬ 
mate truth and infallible wisdom in respect of 
things political and economic, but also that they 
have the right to commandeer art and literature, 
education and religion to subserve their ideo¬ 
logical ambitions. The members of the Soviet 
Writers’ Union, for instance, must subscribe to 
the following credo: 

The creation of works of high artistic significance, 
saturated with the heroic struggle of the interna¬ 
tional proletariat, w’ith the grandeur of the victory 
of socialism, and reflecting the great wisdom and 
heroism of the Communist Party. 

This inspiring encouragement to creative writ¬ 
ing for the spiritual descendants of Tolstoy, 
Pushkin, Dostoevski and Turgenev should be 
put alongside the clarion exhortation of Herr 
Goebbels, Nazi Minister of Propaganda and En¬ 
lightenment, to German artists and art directors: 

I w’ant to protest against the contention that the 
artist alone has the privilege of being unpolitical. 
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When political influences are shaking everything . . , 
the artist may not merely trail behind, but must 

seize the flag and march at the head. 

In Other words, it is no longer literature for 
literature’s sake, or art for art’s sake, but both 
for propaganda’s sake! And what about science? 
One would have supposed that science by the 
very nature of the case could be neither Soviet- 
ized nor Nazified. When the French Rev’^olution 
sent Lavoisier to his death with the comment, 
“The Republic has no need of scientists,” it was 
merely proclaiming the ignorance of the hood¬ 
lums then in control. But listen to this from 
no less a person than Dr. Bernhard Rust, German 
Minister of Science Education, speaking at the 
celebration of the five hundred fiftieth anniver¬ 
sary of that glorious citadel of learning, the 
University of Heidelberg: 

The old idea of science based on the sovereign 
right of abstract intellectual activity has gone for¬ 
ever. The new science (sic) is entirely different 
from the idea of knowledge that found its value 
in an unchecked effort to reach the truth. The true 
freedom of science is to be an organ of a nation’s 
living strength and its historic fate. 

After this, one should not be surprised to learn 
that in Germany teachers are being forced to 
teach about a superior Aryan race unknown to 
critical anthropology. As H. G. Wells has said: 
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Aryans are no more a net than ^ 

Golfers or Diabetics, and the whole fabric ol the 

new Hitlerian legend which is being imfwmd mnm 

ever)" German schoolboy is a tissue of and 

deliberate lying resting on a fundamental 

cal lie. ——-r- 

But the bogus doctrine of “racialism” hat • 
twofold practical purpose, first to bolster up • 

national egomania, and, second, as an aki to 
political anti-Semitism. 

^ ith a lack of humor appropriate to his office^ 
Herr Gocbbcls, for instance, delivered himself 
of this gem: “Christ could not have been a 
JcM'. I need no science to prove it. It is so!” 

L nfortunatcly, the vast majority of the mit- 
guided and benighted multitudes of both hemi¬ 
spheres fr)r two thousand years have been labor- 
ing under precisely that dclusion-that Christ 
w as a Jew. So Nazi history comes forward to 

w 

correct that age-long error. Fmil Ludwig thus 
quotes the Nazi version of Christ’s origin; 

\ German civil sen'ant of the Roman EmpifC 
w as sent to PalcNtinc w here he made • brief ftay. 
There he met Mar)', and the young people became 
enamoured. Their h>vc soon bore fruit. Mafy*! 
parents were happy when an older man, Joanh, 
offered to many this young woman who waa ftMflg 
to have a child. Jesus was reared as the adopted 
son of Joseph and worked as a carpenttf. Ha fal- 
herited his father’s looks, but his soul was that of • 
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half-breed, full of restlessness, of torments, of tor¬ 
tured idealism and of thirst for knowledge. 

This is a sample of the kind of “history” that 
is being fed to millions of youth in Germany; 
and no doubt parallel instances of unconscion¬ 
able fabrication may be cited from the official 
text books prepared by Soviet or Fascist hacks 
for their totalitarian taskmasters. Napoleon said 
history was a lie that had been agreed upon. 
Under the modem dispensation, the fable does 
not need to have even the redeeming merit of 
general agreement. 


II 

Such then is the kind of world in which we 
are called upon to function. What price toler¬ 
ance? How are we to set about achieving the 
rebirth of tolerance in a mad, hate-ridden, poi¬ 
soned world? And, to begin with, what is 
tolerance? What are the conditions and limita¬ 
tions of its functioning? John Morley said, 
“Tolerance is reverence for all the possibilities 
of truth.” That would be a philosopher’s or a 
scientist’s definition. The average layman or 
religionist is incapable of even mentally visualiz¬ 
ing that lofty and rarefied height. The vast 
majority of us, of all nations and countries, are 
wedded to narrow, egotistical, exclusive ideas 
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about race and religion no less than about poli¬ 
tics and economics. We and we alone have a 
monopoly of the truth, or of the way of salva¬ 
tion, or of racial purity or excellence, or of cul¬ 
ture, or of correct table manners, or of national 
dress or deportment. 

And even for many who may in a measure 

have emancipated themselves intellectuaUy by 

education, the subconscious prejudice persists, 

because the religious and social systems to which 

they belong foster and perpetuate parochial 
intolerance. 

Let me give a few examples. I have quoted 
above the complaint of the Cardinal Bishops of 
Germany against Nazi persecution. All that the 
Bishops say is undoubtedly true. But they seem 
to be oblivious to the fact that the Church to 
which they belong has been getting a dose of 
its own medicine at the hands of the Nazi protag¬ 
onists. Without going into the past history of 
the Roman Catholic Church we may note that, 
as recently as 1864, a papal Syllabus named as 
“errors of the age” “religious toleration, liberty 
of conscience, freedom of the press and of 

speech, the separation of church and state, and 
secular education.” 

Consider, again, the following passage from 
the Thelogie de Clermont by the Rev. Father 
Vincent, republished with episcopal approbation 
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in 1904, which is quoted by Salomon Reinach 
in h 4 well-known work, Orpheus. 

“The Church has received from God the power 
HQ reprove those ^vho w^arider from the truth, not 
only by spiritual but corporeal penalties, such as 
imprisonment, flagellation, mutilation and death.” 

What kind of tolerance does such an attitude 
promise to others—or expect in return? 

The Jews were one of the first human groups 
to set up the claim of being “the Chosen People.” 
They were a class apart; they had a special 
covenant with the Lord. Now, by a tragic irony 
of history, they are being ground into the dust 
by a new “chosen people,” even though mostly 
Hitler-chosen. Here is the Nazi creed: 

We do not demand equal rights for Germany 
as we are not disposed to grant equal rights to 
others . . , We Germans are not on a level with 
other nations; nay, we have a right which cannot 
be compared with that of anybody else. 

What can be franker than that? And again, 
in the actual give and take of international life, 
what kind of co-operation is possible with people 
obsessed with such a megalomania? “Toleration,” 
said James Anthony Froude, the great English 
historian, “is a good thing in its place; but you 
cannot tolerate what will not tolerate you and 
is trying to cut your throats.” 
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But precisely because we are in the throes of 
a new age of fanaticism, of organized and sys¬ 
tematic intolerance, it becomes necessary to ex¬ 
amine the possibilities, and explore the prospects 
for a Rebirth of Tolerance. 

The very principle of tolerance, as we have 

seen, is irreconcilable with the premises of totali- 

tariamsm—whether in religion, race, or govern¬ 
ment. 

Voltaire’s famous formulation, “I disapprove 

of what you say, but I will defend to the death 
your right to say it,” is today a meaningless 
nullity in Russia, Italy, Germany, and Japan. 
Nevertheless, it is still the ideal of truly intel¬ 
lectual or civilized man. And while none of 
us individually can be responsible for the policies 
of our governments, or the dogmas and doctrines 
of our churches, we can 3 ^pply in our own lives 
the Voltairean principle, without which there 
can be neither freedom nor progress. We can, 
as individuals, cultivate the Voltairean attitude' 
of tolerance; intellectually, we need to have no 
reservations at all; practically, the majority of 
us will, no doubt, be stopped by the limitations 
to the exercise of tolerance set down by Froude. 
That would be automatic. But it would be a 
tremendous gain for the ultimate return of sanity 
to the world if we could individually practice 
the art of tolerance as a conscious spiritual need 
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and intellectual duty-under whatever hindrances 
and provocations. 

Let us be quite sure and clear about the nature 
and motive of our tolerance. As Gibbon sug¬ 
gested, toleration may be prompted by a variety 
of mental attitudes or practical considerations. 
“There is the toleration of the philosopher to 
whom all religions are equally true; of the his¬ 
torian to whom all are equally false; and of the 
politician to whom all are equally useful.” Tol- 

may be begotten of indifference or in¬ 
ertia; of weakness and moral cowardice; of 
calculation and stratagem. All such tolerance 
is devoid of intellectual, social, or ethical signifi¬ 
cance. 

Real tolerance is not a negative but a positive 
thing. It must be broad-based upon a truly 

spiritual attitude to life and 
human personality, plus an assured, though not 
exclusive, adherence to one’s own truth. There 
must also be mental maturity behind it—and in¬ 
tellectual knowledge. Henry Morton Robinson 
recently recalled a great scene: 

Paris, 1870. A Prussian army is besieging the 
French capital. In the Sorbonne, Gaston de Paris 
lectur^ briUiantly on The Song of Roland. For 
centuries the world has believed that the origins 
of this noble epic were French; but the researches 
of Gaston de Paris have led him to another, inex¬ 
orable conclusion. Above the thunder of enemy 
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^Uery his closing words ring clear: “My col- 
eagues, permit me again to remind you that the 
ongms of this immortal poem are Germanic, not 
i-rench. Let no transient hatred impair our ap- 
preciation of a neighbor race. In this hour of im¬ 
pending defeat let us proclaim to the world that 
truth knows no national boundaries!” 


As Mr. Robinson righdy says, Gaston de 
raris s attitude is “a perfect example of tolerance 
—the virtue by which liberated minds make con¬ 
quest of bigotry and hatred.” It is also a true 
sample of the breadth, the generosity and uni¬ 
versality of spirit which must characterize the 
authentic scholar and scientist. 

Today we are called upon to be liars and 

fabricators in the name of a psuedo-patriotism. 
Patriotism, like religion, is a sacred and powerful 
emotion, and, like religion, it can be perverted 
to base and ignoble purposes. Patriotism, said 
Dr. Samuel Johnson, is the last refuge of scoun¬ 
drels. Perhaps we have an exemplification of 
that truth on a wider international front today 
than at any other time in recorded history. But 
the rights of conscience cannot be coerced, any 
more than the faculties of the intellect, whether 
in the name of state or of church, without killing 
the human soul and with it the whole dignity of 
manhood and the possibilities of creative genius. 

Decent men cannot hate to order. Romain 
Rolland, the great compatriot of Gaston de Paris, 
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who himself went through a fiery spiritual ordeal 
during the World War, has affirmed the code 
of honor for men of honor in the immortal 
words he put into the mouth of Olivier in Jean 

Christophe: 

I love my dear France; but I cannot slay my 
soul for her sake—nor betray my conscience. That 
would be the betrayal of my fatherland. How can 
I hate without hatred? Or without falsehood play 
a part in the Comedy of Hate? I will not hate. I 
will be just to my enemies. In the midst of all 
suffering I wiU keep a clear vision that I may have 
understanding and love for all. 

I 

Of course, we cannot all be Romain Rollands, 
but we can each of us strive to uphold the ideal 
of decency and honor, and thus help achieve the 
birth or rebirth of tolerance in our own souls. 
Public opinion or public morality is nothing 
more than the aggregate of individual opinions 
or individual moralities in any given community. 

Such individual endeavor or aspiration is today 
beset with abnormal difficulties. We are exposed 
to the pressure of mass hysteria artificially gen¬ 
erated and scientifically applied. When we read 
of multitudes everlastingly goose-stepping— 
“heiling” Hitler or giving the Fascist salute to 
Mussolini or the Soviet salute to Stalin—one 
recalls the prophetic words of Goethe: 

Nothing is more odious than the majority, for 
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It consists of a few powerful leaders, a certain 
number of accommodating scoundrels and submis¬ 
sive weaklings, and a mass of men who trudge after 
them without thinking, or knowing their own minds. 

The bedrock of Democracy, of course, is 
the principle of majority rule, but for Democ¬ 
racy to be effective, the majority must be in¬ 
telligent. As Disraeli said, “We must educate 
our masters ; otherwise, we would be at the 
mercy of a mob masquerading as Democracy and 
itself led by charlatans. The dictators, as we 
know, have no lack of followers. 

A crowd any crowd—is necessarily an irra¬ 
tional entity: it is a creature of the mass emotion. 
The emotional energy is like electric energy; 
you can use it to illumine and construct or elec¬ 
trocute and destroy. Vox populi may be vox 
Dei, but it may also easily become vox diaboU, 
So that the sane and sensitive citizen must be 
constantly on his guard—neither to be swayed by 
mob hysteria on the one hand nor seduced by 
glamorous personality on the other. Such a 
person will give his allegiance, either to a cause 
or to a leader, not less devotedly than a moron, 
but with more critical understanding of the 
values and the issues involved. Above all the 
mental adult must refuse to be bullied into 
spiritual submission either by the clamor of con¬ 
formists or the terrorism of tyrants. Resistance 
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to coercion, whether physical, mental or spiri¬ 
tual, is a salutary discipline for the soul. 

The only path to the Rebirth of Tolerance, 

in the last analysis, is by individual effort. But 
the individual must be helped by every social 
and educational agency to the cultivation of a 
disciplined and enlightened attitude of mind. We 
must make ourselves proof not only against the 
contagion of the mob, but also against our own 
untamed impulses, our inherited or acquired prej¬ 
udices, our latent fanaticisms, our greed. “Man 
is the only animal,” said Bernard Shaw, “of 
which I am thoroughly and cravenly afraid.” 
And he added this characteristic and pregnant 
explanation: 

I have never thought much of the courage of 
a lion-tamer. Inside the cage he is at least safe 
from other men. There is not much harm in a 
lion. He has no ideals, no religion, no politics, no 
chivalry, no gentility; in short no reason for de¬ 
stroying anything that he does not want to eat. 

That is well worth thinking over. There is 
no moral law in nature. Nature is amoral. Man 
alone, with whatever limitations of heredity, has 
the choice of moral or immoral conduct, and he 
must define the values for himself. 

Let us hope—and let us work to the end— 
diat when the present international anarchy, on 
both the military and moral planes, comes to an 
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end, there will be the dawn of a new epoch of 
humanism and gaiety, of tolerance and brother¬ 
hood among men. And let us remember, with 
Shelley— 


Nor happiness^ nor majesty, nor jame, 

Nor peace, nor strength, nor skill in arms or arts, 
Shepherd those herds whom tyranny makes tame; 
Verse echoes not one beating of their hearts, 
History is but the shadow of their shame. 
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